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DETAILED ACTION 
Claims 1-30 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the transformation engine unable to interpret 
the custom content generation tags" in page 17, lines 9-10 are unclear. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

4. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the unprocessed custom content generation 
tags" in page 17, line 27. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. Appropriate correction is required. 



5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 

§ 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the 
requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 37 1 (c) of this title before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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Art Unit: 2155 

6. Claims 1-2, 8-12, 18-22, and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Claussen et al., (hereinafter Claussen) U.S. Patent No. 
6,675,354. 

7. As to claim 1 , Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, including a 
system for transforming custom content generation tags, comprising: 

a web server operable to receive a request from a web browser, the request 
identifying a file comprising one or more custom content generation tags that the web 
browser is unable to interpret, and the web server operable to communicate the custom 
content generation tags (abstract, figures 1 , 2, col. 2 lines 2-65, col. 3 lines 30-43, col. 
lines 1-col. 6 lines 6); 

a transformation engine operable to receive the custom content generation tags, 
transform the custom content generation tags into first output that the web browser is 
able to interpret, and communicate the first output to the web server, the transformation 
engine unable to interpret the custom content generation tags (abstract, col. 3 lines 30- 
42, col. 10 lines 34-42); and 

the web server further operable to receive the first output and to communicate 
the first output to the web browser in response to the request (col. 5 lines 25-45). 

8. As to claim 2, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
first output comprises code selected from the group consisting of HyperText Markup 
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Language (HTML) code, Extensible Markup Language (XML) code, and Wireless 
Markup Language (WML) code (col. 1 lines 38-col. 2 lines 21). 

9. As to claim 8, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
transformation engine comprises an Extensible Stylesheet Language Transformation 
(XSLT) engine, the XSLT engine operable to transform the custom content generation 
tags using an Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL) stylesheet (figure 1, col. 2 lines 2- 
21 , col. 3 lines 30-42, col. 10 lines 35-44). 

10. As to claim 9, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed wherein the 
XSL stylesheet comprises one or more templates corresponding to each custom 
content generation tag, the templates comprising HTML code to replace the 
corresponding custom content generation tag (abstract). 

11. As to claim 10, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, wherein one 
or more of the templates comprise code operable to generate HTML code to replace the 
corresponding custom content generation tag (abstract, col. 10 lines 35-42). 

12. As to claim 1 1 , Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, including 
method for transforming custom content generation tags, comprising: receiving a 
request from a web browser for a file comprising one or more custom content 
generation tags that the web browser is unable to interpret (abstract, figures 1 , 2, col. 2 
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lines 2-65, col. 3 lines 30-43, col. lines 1-col. 6 lines 6); transforming the custom content 
generation tags using a transformation engine into first output that the web browser is 
able to interpret, the transformation engine unable to interpret the custom content 
generation tags (abstract, col. 3 lines 30-42, col. 10 lines 34-42); and communicating 
the first output to the web browser in response to the request (col. 5 lines 25-45). 

13. As to claim 21, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, including 
custom tag transformation software embodied in a computer-readable medium and 
operable to: receive a request from a web browser for a file comprising one or more 
custom content generation tags that the web browser is unable to interpret (abstract, 
figures 1, 2, col. 2 lines 2-65, col. 3 lines 30-43, col. lines 1-col. 6 lines 6); transform the 
custom content generation tags into first output that the web browser is able to interpret 
(abstract, col. 3 lines 30-42, col. 10 lines 34-42); and communicate the first output to the 
web browser in response to the request (col. 5 lines 25-45). 

14. As to claim 29, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, including a 
system for transforming custom content generation tags, comprising: means for 
receiving a request from a web browser for a file comprising one or more custom 
content generation tags that the web browser is unable to interpret (abstract, figures 1 , 
2, col. 2 lines 2-65, col. 3 lines 30-43, col. lines 1-col. 6 lines 6); means for transforming 
the custom content generation tags into first output that the web browser is able to 
interpret (abstract, col. 3 lines 30-42, col. 10 lines 34-42); and means for communicating 
the first output to the web browser in response to the request (col. 5 liens 25-45). 
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15. As to claim 12, 18-20, 22 and 26-28, they are system claims directed to 
transform custom content generation tags of method claims 2, and 8-10. Claims 12, 18- 
20, 22 and 26-28 have similar limitations to claims 2 and 8-10; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

17. Claims 3-7, 13-17, 23-25 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Claussen et al., (hereinafter Claussen) U.S. Patent No. 
6,675,354, in view of Britton et al., (hereinafter Britton) U.S. Patent No. 6,535,896. 

18. As to claim 3, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
web server communicating the unprocessed custom content generation tags to the 
transformation engine (abstract, col. 3 lines 30-42, col. 10 lines 34-42); and the web 
server further operable to communicate the web browser with the first output in 
response to the request (col. 5 lines 25-45). Claussen does not explicitly teach the 
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requested file further comprises one or more standard content generation tags that the 
web browser is unable to interpret; the system further comprises a web page processing 
engine operable to interpret the standard content generation tags and generate second 
output that the web browser is able to interpret, the web page processing engine unable 
to interpret the custom content generation tags; the web page processing engine further 
operable to communicate the second output to the web server; and web server further 
operable to communicate the second output to the web browser. However, Britton 
teaches the requested file further comprises one or more standard content generation 
tags that the web browser is unable to interpret; the system further comprises a web 
page processing engine operable to interpret the standard content generation tags and 
generate second output that the web browser is able to interpret, the web page 
processing engine unable to interpret the custom content generation tags; the web page 
processing engine further operable to communicate the second output to the web 
server; and web server further operable to communicate the second output to the web 
browser (abstract, col. 6 lines 7-col. 7 lines 62). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Claussen and Britton to have the web page processing 
engine operable to interpret the standard content generation tags and generate second 
output that the web browser is able to interpret because it would provide an efficient 
communications system that can modify and format web page content for various types 
of pervasive computing devices. 
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19. As to claim 4, Britton teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the web 
server is operable to communicate the second output to the transformation engine with 
the unprocessed custom content generation tags; and the transformation engine is 
operable to communicate the second output back to the web server with the first output 
(abstract, col. 6 lines 7-col. 7 lines 62). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Claussen and Britton to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 3, 
supra. 

20. As to claim 5, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
requested file comprises a JAVASERVER PAGE (JSP) file; the standard content 
generation tags comprise JSP standard tags; the custom content generation tags 
comprise JSP custom tags (col. 5 lines 48-col. 6 lines 32); however, Claussen does not 
explicitly teach web page processing engine comprises a JSP engine unable to process 
the JSP custom tags. Britton teaches web page processing engine comprises a JSP 
engine unable to process the JSP custom tags (abstract, col. 6 lines 7-col. 7 lines 62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time 
of the invention was made to combine the teachings of Claussen and Britton to have 
the same motivation as set forth in claim 3, supra. 

21 . As to claim 6, Claussen teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
first and second output comprises code selected from the group consisting of HyperText 
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Markup Language (HTML) code, Extensible Markup Language (XML) code, and 
Wireless Markup Language (WML) code (col. 1 lines 38-col. 2 lines 21). 

22. As to claim 7, Britton teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the web 
page processing engine is operable to attach a header to the unprocessed custom 
content generation tags, the header indicating the presence of the unprocessed custom 
content generation tags; and the web server is operable to communicate the 
unprocessed custom content generation tags to the transformation engine in response 
to the header (abstract, figure 1 , col. 6 lines 7-col. 7 lines 62). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Claussen and Britton to have the same 
motivation as set forth in claim 3, supra. 

23. As to claim 13-17, 23-25, and 30 they are system claims directed to 
transform custom content generation tags of method claims 3-7. Claims 13-17, 23-25 
and 30 have similar limitations to claims 3-7; therefore, they are rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Conclusion 



24. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

25. US006654949B1 , monitoring the execution of hybrid source code. 

26. US006263332B1 , query processing of structured document. 

27. US006654784B1 , computing architecture. 

28. US2001/0049702, service side filtering XML messages in a distributed 
network. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thu Ha Nguyen, whose telephone number is (703) 
305-7447. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:30 
AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam, can be reached at (703) 308-6662. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular communications. 



Thu Ha Nguyen 
March 19, 2004 



HOSAIN ALAM 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



